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FOR  THE  EVANGELICAL  LUMINARY. 

UNCONDITIONAL  ELECTION. 

In  the  third  chapter  of  his  Epistle  to  the 
Ephesians,  the  Apostle  Paul  expressly 
stales;  that  the  deteimination  to  ‘‘make 
all  men  sec  the  mystery  which  from  the 
beginning  had  been  hid  in  God,’*  was  an 
“eternal  purpose  which  God  purposed  in 
Christ  Jesus  our  Lord’* :  And  if  this  was  a 
purpose  which  was  purposed  in  Jesus 
Christ)  then  the  merits  of  Christ’s  suffer¬ 
ings  ai^d  death,  without  which  this  purpose 
could  not  have  been  accomplished,  must 
have  entered  into  the  decree  determining 
this  purpose.  The  decree  of  election, 
therefore,  of  which  the  Apostle  Paul  speaks 
in  his  epistle  to  the  Ephesians,  must  have 
been  a  conditional  decree  founded  upon  the 
condition  of  faith  in  Christ,  “  in  whom  as  the 
Apostle  declares  we  were  chosen  before 
tlie  foundation  of  the  world.*’ 

This  the  advocates  of  an  absolute  and 
unconditional  decree  of  election  and  repro¬ 
bation,  rctuse  to  grant.  They  say,  that  al¬ 
though  faith  in  Christ  is  a  mean  appointed 
for  the  salvation  of  the  elect ;  still  the  me¬ 
rits  of  Christ’s  sufferings  and  death  could 
not  poiAibly  have  entered  huo  a  decree, 
influenced  by  no  other  considerations  but 
the  sovereign  will  and  pleasure  of  God— that 
the  atonement  of  Jesus  Cliiist  could  have 
had  no  influence  upon  an  act  of  the  divine 
will,  whereby  tlie  final  destiny  of  the  human 
race  had  been  absolutely  and  unconditional¬ 
ly  determined  before  the  foundation  of  the 
world — That  altliough  Christ  is  represent- 
cd^in  the  Scriptures,  as  the  Saviour  of  the 
wot  Id,  still  he  can  only  prove  the  Saviour 
of  the  elect,  who  were  from  all  eternity 
predcbiinaied  to  be  saved — That  the  deter¬ 
minate  counsel  of  God  was  fixed  btferc 
the  introcluction^of  the  Gospel  dispensa¬ 
tion — And  that  Christ  can  be  considered 
nothing  more  lliuna  mere  agent  to  execute 
the  deierininnte  purposes  of  an  absolute 


and  unconditional  decree  of  election  and  re¬ 
probation. 

This  is  the  doctrine  of  atonement  profes¬ 
sed  by  most  of  the  advocates  of  absolute  e- 
leciion.  Let  us  examine  it. — Agreeably  to 
this  interpretation  of  the  purposes  of  Christ’s 
sufferings  and  death,  his  atonement  or  faith 
in  him  must  be  considered  either,  as  a  ne- 
cessary  condition  upon  which  the  salvation 
of  the  elect  depends  ;  or  as  a  useless  mean 
to  accomplish  the  fixed  and  determinate 
purposes  of  an  absolute  and  unconditional 
election.  If  the  former;  if  faith  in  Christ 
be  a  condition  included  in  the  decree  of 
God,  respecting  the  final  destiny  of  the  hu¬ 
man  race,  and  upon  which  the  salvation  of 
the  elect  is*  made  to  depend  ;  then  such  de¬ 
cree  cannot  be  absolute,  but  must  be  con¬ 
ditional  ;  for  an  absolute  decree  allows  no 
condition,  either  expressed  or  understood. 
Faith  in  Christ  therefore,  cannot  consistent¬ 
ly  with  their  belief  of  unconditibnal  election 
he  represented  by  the  Calvinists,  as  a  ne¬ 
cessary  condition  of  future  salvation.  The 
salvation  of  all  such  who  are  saved  in  conse¬ 
quence  of  this  decree  of  election,  was  abso¬ 
lutely  determined  and  liieversibly  fixed  be¬ 
fore  Christ  ever  appeared  in  the  world,  atKl 
suffered  the  punishment  of  their  sins.  If 
the  latter  ;  if  the  atonement  of  Christ  was 
only  a  mean  which  God  used  to  accomplish 
a  predestinated  purpose  ;  tlien  this  pur¬ 
pose  might  have  been  c fleeted  either  with, 
or  without  the  use  of  this  mean.  If  the  a- 
tonemeni  of  Jesus  Christ  was  not  essential¬ 
ly  necessary  to  procure  the  salvation  of  the 
elect,  and  Goil  might  have  effected  his  ob¬ 
ject  without  the  use  of  this  mean;  then  He 
might  have  spared  his  only  begotten  Son, 
and  dispensed  with  his  sufferings  and  death  : 
then  salvation  might  have  been  purchase^! 
wiihout  the  blood  of  Jesus  Christ,  which 
was  shed  upon  the  cross.  If  the  salvation 
of  the  elect  was  absolutely  determined  be¬ 
fore  the  foundation  of  the  world  ;  whence 
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arises  the  necessity  of  our  Saviour’s  suffer¬ 
ings  and  death,  for  the  accomplishment  of 
an  object  which  was  already  accomplished  ? 
If  the  atonement  of  Jesus  Christ  was  not 
indispensably  necessary  for  the  recovery 
of  our  lost  salvation,  why  should  God  de¬ 
mand  so  precious  a  sacrifice,  when  he 
might  have  accomplished  the  purposes  of 
his  election  without  it  ?  No,  gentle  read¬ 
er;  the  atonement  of  Jesus  Christ  for  the 
sins  of  the  world,  was  not  unnecessary. — 
Had  he  not  appeared  in  the  world  and  of¬ 
fered  up  his  life  as  a  sacrifice  for  sin,  every 
soul  must  have  perished  :  “  for  there  is  no 
other  name  given  among  men  whereby  we 
must  be  saved,  except  Jesus  of  Nazareth, 
the  Saviour  of  sinners.”  And  if  the  atone¬ 
ment  of  Christ  was  a  necessary  atonement—^ 
If  his  sufferings  and  death  on  the  cross 
were  required  to  purchase  the  salvation  of 
his  faithful  followers— If  his  merits  can 
have  any  influence  upon  the  justification 
and  salvation  of  the  sinner  ;  then  his  mer¬ 
its  must  have  been  taken  into  consideration, 
when  God  determined  upon  the  accomplish¬ 
ment  of  his  purposes  of  mercy,  which  are 
exhibited  in  his  gospel.  If  faith  in  Christ 
be  a  necessary  condition  of  future  salvatiou, 
and  his  atonement  an  indispensable  requi¬ 
site  for  our  reconciliation  unto  God  ;  then 
Christ  and  his  atonement,  must  have  been 
included  as  a  condition  in  the  eternal  de¬ 
cree  which  determined  the  final  destiny  of 
man. 

This  the  advocates  of  the  Calvinistic 
system  are  unwilling  to  admit ;  and  say,  we 
readily  grant  that  salvation  depends  on 
Christ  and  his  atonement  for  sin.  We  do 
not  deny  the  necessity  of  Christ’s  sufferings 
and  death  for  the  remission  of  sin  ;  but  we 
say,  that  this  necessary  atonement,  these 
meritorious  sufferings  and  death  of  Christ 
were  from  all  eternity,  decreed  to  effect  the 
purposes  of  an  absolute  election.  This  is 
most  generally  the  language  of  the  Calvin¬ 
ists — Language  that  conveys  ideas  of  so 
intricate  and  contradictory  a  nature,  that  it 
is  not  without  good  reasons  they  frequently 
complain  of  being  misunderstood  :  for  how 
they  connect  an  essentially  necessary  alone- 
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menl  and  the  condition  of  faith  in  Christ, 
with  an  absolute  decree  of  election,  which, 
from  its  very  nature  rejects  the  necessity 
of  an  atonement,  and  excludes  the  condi¬ 
tion  of  faith  in  Christ — By  what  strange 
and  unaccountable  method  of  reasoning 
they  connect  ideas  so  directly  opposite  and 
contradictory  in  their  nature,  is  difficult  to 
conceive. 

But  suppose  for  a  moment  it  were  pos¬ 
sible  for  the  advocates  of  this  doctriue,  to 
prove  a  divine  decree  at  the  same  lime 
conditional  and  unconditional,  without  vio¬ 
lating  every  principle  of  sound  reason  ;  they 
can  find  no  sufficient  authority  in  the  Holy 
Scriptures,  to  support  the  impious  and  in¬ 
consistent  doctrine,  that  our  Saviour  came 
into  the  world  with  the  design  of  executing 
the  determinate  purposes  of  an  absolute  de¬ 
cree  of  election  and  reprobation.  Jesus 
Christ  himself  tells  us,  that  he  came  not  to 
save  the  unconditionally  elect  of  an  absolute 
and  unchangeable  divine  decree  ;  but  that 
“  he  came  to  seek  that,  which  was  losl’^ : — 
that  be  appeared  not  to  condemn,  but  to 
save  the  world.  Now,  if  Christ  had  come 
into  the  world,  merely  to  execute  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  an  unconditional  decree  of  elec¬ 
tion,  he  could  neither  hare  sought  oor  sa¬ 
ved  that  which  was  lost  :  he  could  have 
saved  none  else  but  those  which  were  al¬ 
ready  saved  before  the  foundation  of  the 
world.  If  He  was  employed  merely  as  an 
agent  to  effect  the  object  of  an  absolute  de¬ 
cree,  he  must  have  acted  consistently  with 
the  purposes  of  such  decree,  and  consist¬ 
ently  with  the  design  of  such  a  decree,  he 
had  no  right  nor  authority  to  oppose  its 
determinate  purposes.  He  was  firmly 
bound  to  comply  with  the  purposes  of  an 
unconditional  decree  of  reprobation,  as  well 
as  election  ;  and  as  such  he  was  not  in  a 
situation  to  save  a  single  soul  that  was  lost. 
And  again  be  tells  us,  I  am  not  come  to 
call  the  righteous  butsiooers  to  repentance 
and  why  i  Because  they  that  are  whole 
need  not  a  physician,  but  they  that  arc 
sick.”  And  does  this  not  amount  to  a 
positive  declaration  of  our  Saviour,  that  if 
a  certain  proportion  of  the  human  race  had 
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been  unconditionally  saved  in  consequence 
of  an  absolute  decree  of  election,  llie  very 
nature  of  such  a  decree  would  have  supet- 
ceded  the  necessity  of  his  coming  :  for  if 
there  be  an  unconditional  decree  of  elec¬ 
tion,  determining  the  salvation  of  the  elect 
before  the  foundation  of  the  world,  then  the 
unconditionally  elect' are  spiritually  whole  ; 
they  need  no  physician  ;  and  it  is  perfectly 
absurd  to  suppose  that  Christ  came  to  pro¬ 
cure  their  salvation. 

But  what  is  the  language  of  the  Apostle 
Paul  on  this  subject  ?  Does  he  represent 
Christ  merely  as  an  executor  of  an  abso¬ 
lute  decree  ?  Does  he  speak  of  Christ’s  a- 
tonement  as  a  mean  predestinated  from  all 
eternity,  to  effect  the  objects  of  an  uncondi¬ 
tional  election  ?  No.  In  the  f.rai  chapter 
of  his  epistle  to  the  Ephesians,  we  meet 
with  this  emphatic  declaration  :  Blessed 
be  God  and  the  Father  of  our  Lord  Jesus 
Christ,  who  hath  blessed  us  with  spiritual 
blessings  in  heavenly  places,  in  Christ,  ac¬ 
cording  as  he  hath  chosen  us  in  him  before 
the  foundation  of  the  world,  that  we  should 
be  holy  and  without  blame  before  him  in 
love  ;  having  predestinated  us  ufito  the  a- 
doplion  of  children  by  Jesus  Christ,  accor¬ 
ding  to  the  good  pleasure  of  his  will.”  The 
only  correct  conclusion  Ihkt  can  be  drawn 
from  this  passage  is,  that  the  Geotile  con¬ 
verts  at  Ephesus,  whom  the  Apostle  ad- 
drcsj‘es,  enjoyed  the  advantages  of  the  Gos¬ 
pel  and  were  included  in  the  Christian  cov¬ 
enant,  in  consequence  of  their  condiiiooal 
election  in  Christ  Jesus.  Now,  if  Christ 
appeared  in  the  world  merely  as  an  agent 
to  execute  the  eternal  purposes  of  uncondi¬ 
tional  election,  and  his  atonement  mubt  be 
viewed  as  a  predestinated  mean  /or  the  ac¬ 
complishment  of  a  predestinated  end  ;  why 
does  not  the  Holy  Apostle  represent  Clirist 
and  his  atonement  as  such  ?  If  the  atone¬ 
ment  of  Jesus  Christ,  was  from  all  eternity 
unconditionally  decreed,  as  well  as  the  sal¬ 
vation  of  the  elect :  If  agreeably  to  the  doc¬ 
trine  of  the  Calvinists,  this  unconditional 
decree  of  election  was  wholly  uninfluenced 
by  a  previous  knowledge  of  Christ’s  satis¬ 
faction  for  sin,  and  the  means  were  as  un- 
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conditionally  predestinated  as  the  end  was 
absolutely  determined,  why  does  not  the 
Apostle  exhibit  such  an  election  ?  Why  did 
he  not  say,  accoiding  as  he  hath  chosen  us 
v)ith  Christ,  &c.  ?  Why  does  he  say,  ac¬ 
cording  as  be  hath  chosen  us  fnhim,  when 
in  expresses  a  condition  ?  Instead  of  say¬ 
ing,  “  having  predestinated  us  unto  the  a- 
doption  of  children  bij  Jesus  Christ,”  why 
does  he  not  say.  having  predestinated  us 
•ioith  Jesus  Christ,  when  v)iih  would  have 
conveyed  the  idea  of  an  absolute  election  ? 
The  language  of  the  Apostle  in  this  instance 
is  perfectly  plain  and  easily  understood. — 
He  speaks  of  a  conditional  decree  of  elec¬ 
tion  ;  and  he  represents  faith  in  Christ  as 
the  condition  required.  He  expressly  de¬ 
clares  that  believers  are  chosen  in  Christ ; 
and  that  they  are  saved  in  consequence  ot 
his  atonement  for  sin. 

The  doctrine  of  unconditional  election 
and  reprobation,  removes  the  necessity  of 
Christ’s,  atonement.  It  has  a  direct  ten¬ 
dency  to  destroy  a  fundamental  truth  of  the 
Gospel ;  It  misrepresents  llie  character 
and  derogates  from  the  honour  of  Christ  : 
For  if  salvation  can  be  procured  iu  any  oth¬ 
er  way  than  through  the  mediation  of  Je¬ 
sus  Christ,  his  atonement  and  intercession 
for  us  was  not  necessary.  If  there  be  any 
other  way  under  heaven,  through  which 
the  sinner  can  be  reconciled  unto  God,  than 
through  the  merits  of  a  crucified  Redeem¬ 
er,  who  shed  his  blood  on  the  cross  for  the 
remission  of  sin  ;  then  our  Saviour’s  suf¬ 
ferings  and  death  can  no  longer  be  coiisidrr- 
ed  as  necessary  for  the  sinner’s  jusiificaticn 
before  God.  If  it  is  possible  for  a  single 
soul  to  be  saved  without  the  imputaiion  of 
the  merits  ofour  atoning  High  Priest ;  then 
faith  in  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ  can  no  lotig- 
cr  be  required  as  an  indispensable  requi¬ 
site  to  receive  pardon  and  forgiveness  of 
sin.  Now,  it  is  evident  fiom  the  nature  of 
an  unconditional  decree  of  election,  that 
such  a  decree  exhibits  a  way  of  salvation 
different  from  that  which  is  revealed  in  Je¬ 
sus  Christ.  For  why  is  this  eternal  divir.« 
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ticcrec  icrmcd  absolute  ?  Because^  it  em- 
bracef  >  no  condition  whatever,  either  io 
time  ^or  eternity  :  It  is  self-sufficient  to  ef¬ 
fect  the  purposes  it  is  intended  to  accom- 
plisli  :  It  is  arbitrarily  directed  to  the  ac- 
coiwp  lishment  of  an  arbitrary  purpose  : — 
It  adt  nits  of  no  alteration  of  circumstances’ 
or  ch.  ange  of  destiny.  Such  are  the  nature 
and  O' perat/ons  of  an  absolute  unconditional 
decre  e  of  election  and  reprobation,  passed 
from  all  eternity,  without  any  regard  to  the 
circa  mstances  of  time  or  events.  Now,  I 
append  to  the  candid  and  unbiassed  judg- 
lueut  of  every  intelligent  reader,  whether 
such  a  decree  is  not  self-sufficient  for  the 
salvation  of  the  elect  ?  And  if  the  salvation 
of  the  elect  be  a  necessary  and  infallible 
consequence  of  an  absolute  decree,  passed 
long  before  the  advent  of  the  Messiahj  I 
then  ask,  for  what  purpose  could  Jesus 
Christ  have  come  into  the  world  i  For 
Y*  hat  did  he  relinquish  the  sceptre  of  uncre¬ 
ated  majesty — humble  himself  to  human 
nature — become  a  man  of  sorrows  and  ac¬ 
quainted  with  grief?  If  the  salvation  of  the 
elect  had  been  fixed,  and  the  damnation  of 
j.he  reprobate  sealed  from  all  eternity,  for 
what  has  he  endured  the  sorrows  and  adver¬ 
sities  of  a  despised  and  persecuted  Saviour  ? 

For  whbt  has  he  suffiered  the  scoffs  and  in- 
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dignities  of  his  barbarous  persecutors  ?  For 
what  has  he  endured  the  excruciating  ago¬ 
nies  of  the  cross  ?  Tell  me  reader,  if  an  un¬ 
conditional  divine  decree  determined  your 
final  destiny  before  the  foundation  of  the 
world?  If  it  was  determined  before  ever 
you  was  born,  whether  you  should  be  sav¬ 
ed  or  be  damned  ?  Why  has  Jesus  Christ 
died  for  you  ?  why  does  he  still  continue  to 
offer  you  his  grace,  and  entreat  you  to  ac¬ 
cept  his  mercy  ?  Why  do  you  place  all 
your  hopes  of  salvation  upon  his  name, 
when  not  Christ,  but  an  unconditional  elec¬ 
tion  must  save  you  ?  Why  do  you  regard 
Ids  tnerilorious  sufferings  and  death  as  your 
only  pica  tor  justification  in  the  sight  of 
God,  when  not  the  merits  of  Jesus  Christ, 


but  the  merits  of  an  eternal  divine  decree 
can  render  you  acceptable  to  your  Maker  ? 
Why  do  you  worship  Christ  as  your  Re¬ 
deemer,  and  honour  him  as  your  Saviour, 
when,  if  you  are  so  unfortunate  as  to  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  (he  number  of  the  reprobates,  he 
can  neither  redeem  nor  save  you  ?  Why  do 
you  reverence  him  as  your  Lord,  Sovereign 
and  King,  when  he  is  nothing  more  than  a 
mere  executor  of  ^n  absolute  decree  ot  e- 
lection  and  reprobation,  which  has  from  all 
eternity  irrevocably  fixed  your  fate  io  heav¬ 
en  or  in  hell  ? 

The  doctrine  of  unconditional  election 
and  reprobation,  is  inconsistent  with  some 
of  the  most  distinguished  moral  attributes 
of  God  :  it  is  inconsistent  with  divine  be¬ 
nevolence.  In  the  original  constitution 
and  constant  preservation  of  all  his  works, 
we  have  evidence  sufficient,  that  God  is  uni. 
versally  benevolent ;  that  his  blessings  are 
impartially  distributed  ;  that  every  individ¬ 
ual  belonging  to  the  human  race,  is  an  ob¬ 
ject  of  his  lender  regard  and  parental  soli- 
.  citude;  that  his  mercy  and  protection  are 
not  confined  to  a  few,  but  “  extend  over 
all  his  creatures.”  The  holy  scriptures  af¬ 
firm,  “that  God  is  kind  unto  the  unthank¬ 
ful  and  evil  ;  that  his  tender  mercies  areo- 
ver  all  his  works  ;  that  the  Lord  is  good  to 
all,  that  the  earth  is  full  of  the  goodness  of 
the  Lord ;  and  that  the  goodness  of  God 
endureth  continually  ”  Is  it  not  then  in¬ 
consistent  with  the  goodness  of  God,  as  ex¬ 
hibited  io  his  holy  word,  to  suppose  that  he 
has  from  all  eternity,  absolutely  determined 
to  involve  most  of  the  human  race  into  ev- 
erlasliiig  ruin  ?  Was  not  man  created  with 
a  view  to  contribute  to  the  divine  glory,  in 
promoting  his  own  happiness  ?  Was  he  not 
exalted  above  every  other  created  object  in 
the  universe  ?  Was  he  not  formed  in  the 
image  of  liis  Maker,  and  cast  in  the  mould 
of  immortality  ?  And  can  it  be  reasonably 
supposed,  that  a  being  possessing  such  em¬ 
inent  endowments  ;  fitted  for  such  high  en¬ 
joyments,  and  destined  for  such  important 
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purposes,  should  at  any  time  been  absolute¬ 
ly  predestinated  to  eternal  damnation  ?  And 
that  too  for  an  offence  which  he  never  com¬ 
mitted,  but  which  has  been  imputed  unto 
him,  by  an  arbitrary  act  of  God’s  sovereign 
will. 

If  God  has  from  all '  eternity  passed  an 
absolute  decree,  fixing  the  salvation  of  only 
a  few,  and  reprobating  all  the  rest,  why  are 
all  men  created  equal — why  not  exclude  the 
reprobate  from  the  enjoyments  of  this  life  ? 
— Why  should  he  here  experience  God’s 
goodness  and  mercy,  when  he  is  hereafter 
to  be  consigned  to  eternal  torments  ?  Why 

not  make  the  same  distinction  in  this  world 
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which  is  to  be  ntade  in  another  ?  Is  it  with 
a  view  to  reclaim  and  save  the  reprobate  ? 
No,  for  this  cannot  begone.  An  eternal  un¬ 
conditional  decree  of  reprobation,  has  unal¬ 
terably  fixed  the  fate  of  the  reprobate,  and 
no  power  cither  in  heaven  or  on  earth  can 
save  him  from  his  doom.  But  blessed  be 
God,  the  scriptures  attribute  no  such  wan¬ 
ton  proceeding  to  the  source  of  all  good, 
and  exhibit  no  such  wretched  desiir)y  of 
man.  As  long  as  benevolence  is  a  promin¬ 
ent  feature  in  the  character  of  God — as  long 
as  he  is  not  an  avowed  enemy  of  the  hu¬ 
man*  race — as  long  as  he  delights  uot  in  the 
innocent  sufferings  of  humanity,  and  seeks 
not  to  promote  his  glory  io  miseries  which 
he  himself  has  created  and  wantonly  inflic¬ 
ted,  so  long  he  cannot  be  supposed  to  have 
passed  a  decree,  “  selecting  only  a  small 
number  of  the  human  race”  for  the  enjoy¬ 
ment  of  heaven,  and  appointing  all  the  rest 
to  suffer  eternal  torments  “  without  any  re¬ 
gard  to  their  faith  oi  impenitency.”  God 
can  have  no  interest  in  a  wanton  destruction  ^ 
of  his  rational  creatures  :  he  has  even  no 
pleasure  that  the  wicked  should  die.  lie 
is  willing  that  ail  should  be  saved  and  come 
to  the  knowledge  of  the  truth.  He  exhib¬ 
its  his  free  grace  and  salvation  for  the  im¬ 
provement  and  benefit  of  all  who  feel  a  dis¬ 
position  to  comply  with  the  conditions  of  his 
evangelical  covenant. 


r>;j 

This  doctrine  militates  against  the  divine 

sanctity.  The^holincssof  God  we  all  know, 

• 

is  that  attribute  whereby  he  condemns  what¬ 
ever  is  evil,  and  approves  whatever  is  good. 
It  consists  in  an  unqualified  abhorrence  of 
sin.  God  therefore,  cannot  co'nsisienlly  wiili 
this  essential  attribuin  of  his  nature,  even 
sanction  iniquity,  much  less  advance  tho 
wicked  purposes  of  Satan  by  extending  the 
destructive  influence  of  sin.  As  long  as 
he  is  a  holy  God,  it  is  impossible  for  him  to 
become  the  author  of  sin.  Whenever  he 
becomes  either  the  author  or  an  accessary 
to  sin,  he  divests  himself  of  one  of  his  es¬ 
sential  attributes,  and  consequently  ceases 
to  exist  in.that  perfect  and  uncorrupted  state 
in  which  the  scriptures  represent  him.  Is 
it  not  then,  perfectly  unscriptural  and  ab¬ 
surd  to  say,  that  an  essentially  holy  God 
has  ever  passed  a  decree,  subjecting  the 
majority  of  the  human  race,  to  the  unavoid¬ 
able  necessity  of  sinning,  that  they  might 
thereby- be  fitted  for  vessels  of  wrath  ? 

Agreeably  to  this  system  of  doctrine,  God 
has  made  an  evident  disiiriction  among  the 
different  individuals  belonging  to  the  human 
race;  selecting  some  for  the  enjoyment  of 
eternal  happiness  in  heaven,  and  predestina¬ 
ting  others  to  everlasting  misery  in  hell.— 
Now,  in  regard  to  this  distinction,  upon 
what  was  it  founded,  and  what  reasons  could 
have  influenced  the  divine  mind  to  make  it  ? 
Did  it  proceed  from  any  diftercnce  in  the 
moral  character  of  those  to  whom  it  relates  ? 
If  so,  if  (his  distinction  was  made  in  conse- 
quence  of  any  difference  iu  the  characters, 
dispositions  and  affections  of  the  different 
persons  embraced  in  the  same  decree  ;  then 
the  doctrine  of  total  depravity,  so  strenu¬ 
ously  advocated  by  the  professors  of  the 
predestinarian  system,  cannot  be  true.  For 

if  all  mankind  were  considered  totally  dc- 

• 

praved,  af  the  lime  when  God  determined 
to  bestow  salvation  on  some  and  subject  the 
rest  to  the  punishment  of  his  eternal  indig¬ 
nation  and  wrath,  then  every  individual  of 

#  •  . 
the  human  race,  must  have  been  equally 
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depravcilf  anti  consequently,  no  difference 
could  have  existed  among  them.  The 
grounds  of  ibis  distinction  thereforci  could 
not  consistently  with  the  sentiments  and 
principles  of  the  Calvinists,  have  existed  in 
man,  because  where  there  is  no  difference, 
there  can  be  no  reasonable  grounds  for  a 
distinclioD.  And  where  there  arc  no 
grounds  for  a  distinction,  there  can  be  no 
suSicient  reasons  for  an  election.  Neither 
do  the  advocates  of  unconditional  election 
and  reprobation,  pretend  that  the  decree 
for  which  they  contend,  and  which  as  they 
allcdge,  was  passed  before  the  foundation 
of  the  world,  proceeded  from  any  cause 
connected  with  the  natural  constitution  or 
moral  condition  of  man.  They  constantly 
assert  that  Almighty  God  was  lead  to  make 
ibis  distinction  without  any  regard  to  fore¬ 
seen  faith  or  works— that  from  all  eternity 
he  unconditionally  decreed  the  salvation  of 
only  a  few,  and  absolutely  determined  the 
everlasting  damnation  of  the  rest,  from  no 
other  motive  hut  his  free  will  and  pleasure, 
and  for  no  other  reason  but  to  exhibit  his 
power  and  glory.  They  contend  that  God’s 
sovereign  will  and  pleasure  constitutes  the 
sole  reason  which  influenced  hisdetermioa- 
tion  to  save  only  a  few  and  damn  most  of 
the  humao  race.  But  is  this  consistent  with 
his  holiness  i  could  the  holiness  of  God 
ever  have  sanctioned  an  unconditional  de¬ 
cree  of  election  and  reprobation  ?  No  ;  God 
who  never  acts  but  in  perfect  consistency 
with  all  his  perfections,  must  have  divested 
himself  of  this  moral  attribute  before  he 
could  have  passed  such  a  decree*  For 
what  is  its  nature  and  tendency  ?  It  is  an 
absolute,  eternal  and  irreversible  act  of  the 
divine  will,  separating  from  ail  eternity  the 
human  race  into  two  distinct  unequal  di¬ 
visions.  By  virtue  of  this  distinction,  the 
smallest  of  these  divisions  is  infallibly  sav¬ 
ed,  while  the  greatest  is  absolutely  and  ir- 
remediubly  damned.  To  effect  the  object 
of  this  absolute  decree,  the  divine  sanctity 
registers  the  names  of  the  elect  in  the  book 


of  life,  while  the  reprobates  are  recorded 
in  the  black  catalogue  of  future  damnation. 
And  this  is  done,  not  in  consequence  of  the 
least  difference  existing  between  them,  but 
solely  because  it  is  in  the  power  of  God  so 
to  do.  Granted  that  God  had  the  power 
so  to  do.  It  is  then  asked,  whether  that 
can  be  a  perfectly  happy,  holy  and  benevo¬ 
lent  Being,  who  is  induced  by  his  own  self¬ 
ish  motives,  to  cherish  the  painful  and  un¬ 
holy  principle  of  hatred  towards  an  innocent 
and  uncreated  object,  which  at  the  time 
could  not  have  offended  him,  because  it  did 
not  exist  I 

Had  an  unconditional  divine  decree,  un¬ 
alterably  fixed  the  final  destiny  of  the  whole 
human  race,  before  the  creation  of  the 
world,  would  it  not  have  been  far  more  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  perfections  of  God,  who  is 
independent  of  his  creatures,  and  selfisufli- 
cieut  in  himself — who  needs  not  the  co-op¬ 
eration  of  weak  and  imperfect  mortals  to  in¬ 
crease  his  honour  and  glory — would  it  not 
have  been  far  more  consistent  with  the  di¬ 
vine  perfections,  to  preserve  the  uncondi¬ 
tionally  elect  from  the  various  trials  and  ad¬ 
versities  of  the  world,  and  admit  them  at 
once  into  heaven,  the  place  of  their  ulti¬ 
mate  destiny  ?  Why  subject  them  to  tem¬ 
poral  difficulties,  dangers  and  temptations  ? 
Why  expose  them  to  the  vices  and  corrup¬ 
tions  of  the  world  ?  Why  permit  them  to 
become  the  vassals  of  Satan,  before  God 
adopts  them  as  his  children  ?  Why  intro¬ 
duce  sin  into  the  world,  when  God  is  of 
purer  eyes  to  behold  evil,  and  cannot  look 
on  iniquity  ?”  Was  it  with  a  view  to  try 
the  stability  of  the  faithful  ?  No,  for  where 
there  is  no  possibility,  there  can  be  no  dan¬ 
ger  of  being  lost.  According  to  the  doctrine 
of  unconditional  election,  the  eternal  purposes 
of  God  are  fixed.  The  saint,  say  the  advo¬ 
cates  of  this  doctrine,  cannot  fail  from  grace 
—the  elect  cannot  be  lost.  In  defiance  of 
the  world,  sin,  death,  and  the  Devil,  they 
must  and  will  be  saved  :  what  then  is  the 
use  of  placing  them  into  a  state  of  proba¬ 
tion  ?  If  by  the  determinate  counsel  of  God, 
they  are  necessarily  driven  to  resist  every 
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sp^^cics  ol  temptation,  and  surmount  every 

obstacle  which  may  be  placed  in  their  way, 
why  expose  them  to  the  temptations  of  the 
world  and  the  artifices  of  the  devil  ?  II  they 
must  of  necessity  be  converted  and  saved, 
why  call  them  to  repentance  and  exhort 
them  to  obedience  ?  You  might  as  well 
command  the  Sun  to  perform  his  diurnal 
revolutions,  and  order  the  successive  inter¬ 
change  of  day  and  uight,  as  to  exhort  the 
elect  to  repent  and  be  saved. 

If  an  unconditional  decree  of  reproba¬ 
tion,  has  from  all  eternity  consigned  most 
of  the  human  race  to  eternal  torments,  why 
not  confine  them  immediately  to  the  place 
of  their  ultimate  destiny  ?  because  it  was 
impossible  ?  No,  for  if  it  was  possible  for 
God  to  condemn  them  before  ever  they  had 
any  existence,  and  before  ever  they  did  any 
thing,  either  to  merit  heaven  or  deserve 
hell — it  was  also  possible  for  him  to  con¬ 
summate  their  sufferings  at  once,  and  not  a- 
dopt  the  circuitous  method  of  leading  them 
through  this  world  to  death — from  death 
to  judgment,  and  from  judgment  to  hell. — 
And  if  (his  be  possible,  why  did  not  the 
providence  of  God  adopt  this  method  in  pre¬ 
ference  to  a  course  of  sin  and  abomination  I 
Is  it  not  the  office  of  the  divine  holiness  to 
prevent  sin  as  much  as  possible  ?  why  not 
then  prevent  it  in  this  case  ? 

This  doctrine  which  institutes  a  heaven 
for  the  salvation  of  the  elect,  and  a  hell  for 
the  damnation  of  the  reprobates  before  the 
creation  of  the  world  and  the  formation  of 
man,  is  not  only  opposed  to  the  divine  good¬ 
ness  and  holiness,  but  it  is  also  a  direct  vio¬ 
lation  of  every  principle  of  justice,  both  hu- 
mao  and  divine. 

The  justice  of  God  is  that  attribute 
whereby  he  renders  to  every  one,  according 
to  his  deserts.  As  all  ihc^remaining  attri¬ 
butes  of  God,  have  a  necessary  tendency  to 
the  promotion  of  good  and  the  prohibition 
of  evil,  so  also  is  bis  justice  invariably  ex¬ 
ercised  with  a  view  to  the  accomplishment 
of  the  same  purposes.  As  in  a  human 
sense,  just  and  impartial  decisions  must 
proceed  from  a  cousidcialion  of  the  nature 


and  qualities  of  objects  in  question,  so  also 
in  a  divine  seuse,  justice,  when  directed 
to  man,  cannot  be  exercised  without  a  due 
consideration  of  the  nature,  condition,  and 
circumstances  of  mao.  The  scriptures  de¬ 
clare  that  w'e  must  all  appear  before  the 
Judgment  seat  of  Christ,  that  we  may  re- 
ceive  the  things  done  in  the  body^  nvhether 
they  be  good  or  evil.  Is  it  not  then  incoi>- 
sistent  with  the  divine  righteousness,  as 
exhibited  in  the  scriptures,  to  suppose  that 
God  should  have  absolutely  decreed  the  fi¬ 
nal  destiny  of  the  whole  human  race,  before 
ever  he  had  conceived  the  idea  of  creating 
man  in  his  own  image,  and  rendering  him 
accountable  for  his  deeds  f  But,  say  the  ad¬ 
vocates  of  unconditional  election,  the  justice 
of  an  infinitely  wise  and  powerful  God,  dif¬ 
fers  from  that  principle  which  weak  and  im¬ 
perfect  mortals  denominate  justice.  In 
support  of  their  theory,  they  alledge,  that 
as  long  as  we  are  confined  to  the  narrow 
limits  of  our  imperfect  reason  and  finite  ub- 
derstanding,  we  cannot  comprehend  the  per¬ 
fections  of  God-— that  we  are  unable  to  ex¬ 
plain  the  deep'tliiogs  of  God,  and  can  form 
no  adequate  conceptions  of:his  hidden  mys¬ 
teries,  and  consequently,  we  have  no  reason 
to  question  the  justice  of  God,  in, predesti¬ 
nating  a  few  to  eternal  life,  and  determiniDg 
the  everlasting  misery  of  all  the  rest  before 
the.  foundation  of  the  world.  To  refute 

•  t  • 

this  argument^  which  the  Calvinists  con¬ 
stantly  use  in  support  of  their  doctrine,  it  is 
sufficient  to  show,  from  the  repeated  dec¬ 
larations  of  Scripture,  that  the  term  justice, 
when  used  in  relcrence  to  God,  means  the 
same  thing  as  when  it  is  used  in  reference 
to  man.  But  to  determine  this  question  at 
once,  justice  in  its  divine  sense  must  either 
agree  or  disagree  with  justice  in  a  human 
sense.  If  the  former,  the  argument  advan¬ 
ced  by  the  predestinarians,  in  relatk^n  to 
this  subject,  is  evidently  futile  and  can  be  of 
no  use  :  If  the  latter  ;  if  justice  in  its  di¬ 
vine  sense,  denotes  a  principle  entirely  dif¬ 
ferent  from  that  in  a  human  signiScatioD — If 
we  can  form  no  correct  conception  rcspectitig 
the  divine  righteousness — If  w  e  arc  unable 
to  comprehend  its  nature,  and  remain  igrc- 
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rant  of  Us  true  signification,  what  evidence 
have  >vc  of  its  existence  ?  What  reason 
have  wc  to  consider  it  as  an  attribute,  essen¬ 
tially  belonging  to  the  divine  character  ? — 
What  grounds  have  we  for  believing  that 
this,  like  the  other  perfections  of  God,  is 
conducive  to  the  divine  happiness  and  glo¬ 
ry  ?  The  justice  of  God  is  plainly  revealed 
in  the  scriptures.  There  can  be  no  doubt 
respecting  the  true  import  of  this  term,  as 
it  is  used  in  the  word  of  God.  Though  we 
are  unable  adequately  to  conceive  the  trans- 
Cendant  excellency  of  this  virtue,  as  it  ex¬ 
ists  in  the  divine  mind,  still  we  are  suffi¬ 
ciently  instructed  in  its  nature.  We  are 
told  in  holy  writ,  that  wil/i  God  there  is  no 
resjiecl  of  fiersons — that  in  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  his  distributive  justice,  he  will  re¬ 
ward  the  faithful  and  punish  the  disobedient ; 
and  that  he  will  do  this,  not  in  consequence 
of  an  absolute  decree  passed  from  all  eter¬ 
nity,  but  because  the  faithful  have  observed 
the  precepts  of  his  law,  and  the  disobedient 
refused  to  hearken  to  his  commandments. 

But  after  thy  hardness  and  impenitent 
heart,  sailh  St.  Paul,  thou  treasuresl  up 
unto  thyself;  O  Man,  wrath  uuio  the  day 
of  wrath,  and  revelation  of  the  righteous 
judgment  of  God,  nvho  *iviil  render  every 
man  according  to  his  deeds,'*  T.he  divine 
righteousness  therefore,  cannot  be  viewed 
as  a  mystery  to  us,  since  the  Apostle  tells 
us,  that  we  sin  against  ‘‘  the  revelation  ot 
liie  righteous  judgment  ot  God.’* 

The  Evangelist  St.  John  represents  the 
coming  of  our  Lord  to  the  judgment  oi 
the  world,  in  these  w  ords  :  Behold  i  come 
quickly  and  my  reward  is  with  me  lo  give 
every  man  according  as  his  work  shall  be.” 
And  in  another  place  we  read,  “  The  Sou 
of  man  shall  come  in  the  glory  of  the  Father 
and  his  holy  angels,  and  then  he  sliail  re¬ 
ward  every  man  according  to  his  works.” 
The^  passages  have  a  direct  reference  to 
the  general  judgment — to  the  same  subject 
the  Apostle  Paul  refers  when  in  his  epistle 
Jto  the  Romans  having  spoken  of  the  “  right¬ 
eous  judgment  ol  God,”  he  proceeds  to 
observe  :  who  will  render  every  man  ac¬ 
cording  to  his  woiks — to  those  who  by  pa¬ 


tient  continuance  in  well  doing  seek  for 
glory  and  honor  aud  immortality  ;  clernal 
life.  But  unto  them  that  are  conleiitious 
and  obey  not  the  Iruili,  but  obey  unright- 
eousuess  and  wrath  ;  tribulation  and  aniruish 
upon  every  soul  of  man  that  doeih  evil. — 
This  declaration  of  the  inspired  Apostle 
contains  a  full  and  satisfactory  exposition 
of  the  “  righteous  judgment  of  God.”  It 
exhibits  evidence  sufficient  to  convince  eve¬ 
ry  candid  and  unprejudiced  mind  that  God 
will  at  the  general  judgment  of  the  world, 
render  unto  every  man  not  according  to 
the  absolute  determination  of  an  uncondi¬ 
tional  decree,  ‘  but  according  to  his  toorka? 
Tliat  the  faithful  will  receive  the  recom¬ 
pense  ot  eternal  life,  not  because  they  were 
unconditionally  chosen  and  absolutely  pre¬ 
destinated  before  the  foundation  of  the  world 
— but  because  they,  in  this  present  world, 
by  patient  continuance  in  well  doing,  have 
sought  for  honor  and  glory”  in  the  woild  lo 
come.  That  the  disobedient  will  be  con¬ 
signed  to  endless  torments,  not  in  conse¬ 
quence  of  an  absolute  decree  of  reprobation 
which  necessarily  involved  them  into  this 
misery — ‘‘  but  because  they  w'crc  conten¬ 
tions,  obeyed  not  the  truth,  but  unright¬ 
eousness,  indignation  and  wrath.” 
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(to  bb  continued.) 


TO  correspondents. 

“  A.  BV’  strictures  on  the  character  and 
conduct  of  certain  Calvinistic  Minisiers, 
with  whose  religious  sentiments  and  ecclesi¬ 
astical  proceedings  he  has  had  an  opportu¬ 
nity  of  becoming  intimately  acquainted,  are 
inadmissible.  We  do  not  wish  to  insert 
any  thing  in  this  work  which  may  lead  to  a 
personal  contest  between  individuals  ;  nor 
to  publish  any  communication  in  relation  to 
the  proceedings  of  an  ecclesiastical  body, 
whose  official  acts  do  not  concern  us. 
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